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Re City ofHopewell Virginia Comments EPA Water Docket ID NoEPAR03OW20100736 Draft Total Maximum Daily Load TMDL for the Chesapeake

Bay

To Whom It May Concern

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on EPAs Draft TMDL for the

Chesapeake Bay and Virginias WIP

Background The Hopewell Regional Wastewater Treatment Facility HRWTF

is a 50 MGD POTW that discharges to Gravelly Run a tributary of the James

River Our mission

is to treat the combined industrial and domestic wastewater of

the Hopewell area while meeting or exceeding all environmental standards The

City of Hopewell is bordered by two rivers and recognizes the importance that

clean water and the environment have on the economy and well being of the

community

Although the population of Hopewell is only 23000 HRWTF is quite unique as it

is sized to serve a City the size of the City of Riclunond due to our large industrial

base Currently HRWTF treats approximately 80 industrial waste from 5 major

industries Honeywell Hopewell Plant AshlandHercules Smurfit Stone

Container Company and Evonik Goldschrnidt Chemical Company as well as

water residuals wastewater from the Virginia American Water Company It also

treats the domestic waste for the City of Hopewell portions of Prince George

County Fort Lee Military Base Petersburg Federal Correctional Complex and

Southside Regional Jail
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